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6 December 1972 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 

SUBJECT: Charges of Dishonest Management of Research 

Case No. 67/72 


1. Sam Adams came in at my request. I told him. that I 
had reported our conversation to Mr. Broe. Given the nature 
of the issue, the complaint should be in writing. It shoulc. 
be addressed to t he Direc tor, via the Inspector . General . I 
told him that Mr.^^^Biad reported the complaint to the 
Executive Director , who had instructed that the matter be 
investigated and that the "chips fall where they may. I 
said that first we would complete the OER survey , which 
should be finished by early January. Adams said . he would. 
not have his written complaint until after the first of e 

year . 


2. Adams asked how he should prepare his complaint. 

He said he could write a very short one. I said that he had 
cited two specific issues — Sihanoukville supply and Khmer 
Communist OB — with possibly additional ones, as our conver- 
sation had not been completed. He should give details. on 
each. He asked if this meant names, dates, and specifics, 
to which I replied in the affirmative . He asked what else 
would help. I suggested that he make his presentation fnctua 
and straightforward, with limited rhetoric, although he should 
state his conclusions. I observed that facts argue themselves 
quite well. He laughed and said he would. 


3 I said that we were currently reviewing OER, under 
nev management , and I did not uish to distort the survey hy 
concentrating on the issues he had raised. I had picked t 
Sihanoukville question and the general question of bom 
damage assessment as subjects that provided an opportunity 
to observe how the Office handled issues that had contro- 
versial aspects — speaking of controver ;y in the larger 
and public forum — in terms of how it fielded queries, and 
how it reviewed results, but that I did not intend to press 
questioning on such matters beyond that purpose. for our . 
survey. Just to reinforce our knowledge about his complaints. 
I would plan to return to OER afterwards on these questions . 
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He said that the issues were dated and that he could see that 
they were not properly the subject of a regular survey of a 
component . We spoke generally about the inspection process , 
and. in response to his question I expressed the view that 0ER 
is generally a strong office, with interesting new problems 
facing it in the area of international trade and finance and 
in the post cease-fire period of Indochina. 

k. Adams left saying he would see me after the first of 
the year, although he wished to bring in a short memorandum 
(on a subject he did not state). 
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Joseph Alsop 


Ao&lyzing the CIa’s Analysts 


Unwittingly, the country has just 
been given a prime sample of the gar- 
bage that people like Daniel Ellsberg 
have been peddling as historical truth. 
The garbage sample also shows why 
President Nixon has put in James 
Schlesinger Jr. as director of the Cen- 
tral Intelligence Agency, to effect a 
forceful clean-out in some areas. 

. The particular pail of garbage 
served up at Ellsberg’s trial was the 
testimony of Samuel Adams, an ex-CIA 
analyst and estimater. Adams darkly 
testified that in 1968, “there were polit- 
ical pressures from the military to dis- 
play the enemy as weaker than he ac- 
tually was.” Normally, one must add, 
nothing could be more stale than an 
old row about just how many North Vi- 
etnamese and Vietcong troops were in 
the field in 1968. 

This particular old row is worth ex- 
amining, however, because it tells such 
a lot about what may be called the 
Eflsberg-type in government, and also 
about the operations of a crucial but 
obscure part of our government. The 
story begins, then, in late 1965 or early 
1966, when President Lyndon Johnson 
declared, in effect, “Now we’re in a 
guerilla war, I want someone to tell 
me just how many guerillas there are.” 

■ No one in the U.S. government has 
ever thought of responding to this 
kind of presidential command with 
bleak honesty, by saying: “I’m sorry, 
Mr. President, we just don’t know.” At 
that time, of course, no one did know', 
for at that time in Vietnam, our forces 
were not fighting guerillas — which is 
how you find out how many there are. 
We were instead fighting the enemy’s 
big units, a necessary first stage. 

Nonetheless, an incomparably ridicu- 
lous estimating process at once began 
among the civilian analysts in the CIA, 
glso among the military analysts 
aigon and the Pentagon. The sys- 
1 ejn, in both cases, was to start with 
ideal “table of organization” im- 
ed by Hanoi in the South. This indi- 
cted the numbers of guerillas Hanoi 
regarded as d m kAwUs , ,*■ \e fymk* 


^il^pilct, village, district and finally prov- 


f som? difficulty, the numbers of 

Village s a nd d istricts in South 
.Vipfnam were as certa ined. Mult! plica- 
tions were then niade~ on "the basis of 
'the ideal table of organization. The 
-military analysts’ result was 180,000 
guerillas. The CIA result was 300,000 
^guerillas. This was because the CIA 
*Ujj.fdy s t s , anti-war and anti-military, 
;too. insisted upon including a huge 
-f’.bmber for the almost purely imagi- 
nary “secret self defense forces.” 

The first sequel was one of the most 
ludicrous bureaucratic wars in the of- 
ten-ludicrous history of the intelli- 
gence bureaucracy. Meetings were 
held on both sides of the Pacific, as 
Adams indicated at the Ellsberg trial. 
.Charges were hurled at the military by 
the civilians, and vice versa. Appar- 
ently, Adams participated. So did one 
-of the men CIA director Schlesinger 
has now brought into the agency from 
outside, Maj. Gen. Daniel Graham— 
b.ut Graham was on the. aide of com- 
parative common sense. 


One has to use the word 
“comparative,” because of the second 
sequel. After the Tet offensive in 1968, 
the task of fighting guerillas was belat- 
edly taken in hand in Vietnam. It soon 
became apparent that the number of 
guerillas had been enormously exag- 
gerated. This was shown in other ways, 
too, such as the heavy, steadily increas- 
ing use of North Vietnamese replace- 
ments at all levels in the Vietcong mil- 
itary apparatus. North Vietnamese 
would never have been used in this 
manner, if southerners had been ob- 
tainable. 

By agreement, therefore, the CIA 
and the army quietly reduced the guer- 
illa total on the official “order of bat- 
tle” to only 60,000 men. Thus the mili- 
tary analysts had been wrong by a fac- 
tor of three, and the CIA analysts, had 
been wrong by a factor of five. It is at 
least better to be wrong by three in- 


stead of five — which is why the Adams 
testimony is garbage. 

The foregoing, one must add, was 
only one of the passionate errors that 
the CIA analysts produced in the Viet- 
namese war. Another specimen was 
the famous estimate that Hanoi was 
putting only minimal supplies through 
the Cambodian port of Sihanoukville. 
This estimate was later shown to be 
wholly false by the CIA itself. 

These errors resulted, In turn, from 
a peculiar historical bias. Here con- 
sider the former colleagues of Samuel 
Adams, who were obstinately wrong 
about the Soviet re-invasion of Hun- 
gary, about the Soviet missiles in 
Cuba, and about the Soviet invasion of 
Czechoslovakia— all, presumably, be- 
cause they did not wish to believe that 
such dreadful things could happen. It 
can be seen, then, why CIA Director 
Schlesinger has been given a job to do. 

© 1973, Los Angeles Times 
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CIA Analyst 
Says U.S. Tried 
To Still Him 


ffinda .had been submitted to 
the court, only to learn later 
that they had not at the time 
actually been turned over to 

the judge. 

Greaney told Adams in a 
written memo on Feb. 9 that, 
according to a message trans- 
mitted from Nissen through 
the Justice Department, the 
judge had decided the ma- 
terial was not “exculpatory” 
and so there would be no 
: need for the Adams testimony 


CPYRGHT 


'LOS ANGELES, March 8— P V.' 
tn analyst for the Central In- J] 
elligence Agency charged . * 


■tary officials of being in a 
tspiracy” to fabricate data 
. ..Vietnamese Communist 


jnder oath today that there tijiop strength. 

iad been “a definite attempt ■ .'-Adams has held 'that view 

5n the part of the government fiy several years now, and 

:o prevent me from testifying” that was the thrust of his 

is a witness in the Pentagon ■ ; miginal testimony for Ells- . 
Papers trial. iferg and Russo — that some of 

- Samuel A. Adams, who was ®e top-secret documents which 
stjbpoenaed to testify in de- they duplicated in 1969 eon- 
fense of Daniel Ellsberg and • ttiined falsified statistics on 
inthony J. Russo Jr., said tjje “enemy order of battle.” 


hat his superiors at the CIA ,f! ‘ As a result of those statis-' 


‘lied” to him in an effort to 
iissuade him from appearing 
A federal court here. 


t*£s being inaccurate and the 
documents being “dated” at 
t'fte time, Adams testified. 


t 'After learning of dealings; tgey would have been “virtu- 
gtween the Justice Depart- jjjy useless” if they had fallen 


t tie prosecution in this case 
1 ns “suppressed” evidence and 
t ‘jed to “silence” Adams as a 
\ itness. 

JJ.S. District Court Judge W. 
1 latt Byrne Jr. prohibited Ad- 
i jps from discussing some as- 
f *cts of th e situation — includ- 
i lg matters that have previous- 

I r occurred in court out of the 
f fesence of the jury — but ad 
r Jtted the testimony on the 
r jarrow issue of whether Ad- 
a Jis Is “biased or prejudiced” 
a jalnst either side in the case. 

yhat was the impression ; 
v high chief prosecutor David j 

I I Nissen sought to give dur- 
i; ig extended cross-examina- 
t &n of Adams today. 

•Nissen’s questions were ap- 
F Irently aimed at portraying 
t le intelligence analyst as a 
C ironic complaiiner within the ' 
C (A, who once, accused top 


. . . ... here. 

ji i ■ .'■ImifU&Z'' * On the basis of that advisory, 

By Sanford -J- L'ngar . „ r . Adams said today, he decided 

Washington joatsi^n wmg; . . to “desist.” from his efforts 

LES, March 8 — ' . : . ’ Ito bring the evie nce before] 

. central In- , P^ tar y officials of being in a the court himself. 

Hjpispiracy” to fabricate data It was on Feb. 17, when D • 

ency charged - ^ ,, Vietnamese Communist talking with Morton H. Hal- ( 

>day that there t*5>op strength. perin, a former Defense De- 

definite attempt “-Adams has held that view j partment official who is a con- 

the government fqr several years now, and I sultant to the defense attor- ; 

from testifying” ;;v tftat was the thrust of his neys here, that Adams learned 

n the Pentagon • anginal testimony for Ells- this information was “inaccu- . i 1 

, berg and Russo— that some of rate,” he testified today. 1 

Vdarns, who was . .b ®e top-secret documents which The prosecution has denied 
) testify in de- ttycy duplicated in 1969 con- that it made any attempt to 

el Ellsberg and A' teined falsified statistics on suppress Adams’ evidence, 

Russo Jr., said tflfe “enemy order of battle.” and Greaney — in an affidavit ■ 

iors at the Cl A ‘As a result of those statis-' submitted to the court two 

in an effort to v ti£ s being inaccurate and the weeks ago— said the allegation 

from appearing j documents being “dated” at that he sought to persuade 

irt here. k;’ tie time, Adams testified the CIA analyst not to testify 

.ng of dealings;,: 1 ;, tgey would have been “virtu- was “absolutely false.” 

Justice Depart- fj*' afly useless” if they had fallen Adams has now been on the , 
ors in this case;’'' j^to the hands of a foreign witness stand for three days, : 

nt CIA general ; ; nation’s intelligence appa- far longer than originally ' 

.s told the . jury, T, rjlus, anticipated, and this has de- v 

the conclusion . ; »,Wh'en he first read news- layed the testimony of Me- 

sen had.” ; t^per reports of testimony to George Bundy, who was na- 

testimony was contrary from a prosecu- tional security adviser to the 

ig the jury has’; ten witness, T,t Gen William ' late Presidents Kennedy and 

allegations that , , K DePuy, Adams urged his Johnson and is now president : 

n in this case' Imperious to send internal CIA of the Ford ’ oundation. 

i” evidence and ■ t Tt was also revealed in court 

'e” Adams as a ** 1 today that the' defense had 

mem oranda he had written on subpoenaed a recently retired 

Court Judge W. the “order "of battle” t'<T ffie Army colonel, Gaines Hawk- ; 

prohibited Ad- Tnstire*DcDaTtment for Rani- ins . of West - Point, Mississippi, 

issing some as- , " . t A hp here to corroborat e Adams’ testi , 

tuation— includ- . .mission to the cou • mony on the alleged fabrica 

t have previous- The intelligence analyst felt tion 0 f the ‘‘order of battle” ' 
murt out of the that he had evidence which but that Hawkins on arrival 

2 jury but ad- might tend to establish the ' in Los' Angeles had declined ! . 

timony on the . innocence of the defendants to cooperate with defense st 

>f whether Ad- ——namely, that TJ.S. military torneys and had been dis 

or prejudiced” officials had intentionally un- ; missed from the subpoena. . 
lide in the case. i ( derestimated the. opposing . • • '• 

he impression V' • forces in Vietnam in order to ■ ‘ ‘ ' 

osecutor David .create “the impression that 

ht to give dur- there was light at the end ot • 

cross-examina- 1 ; ; tjie tunnel.” , • . 

today. . ; i Questioned by the judge 

;tions were ap- this afternoon, Adams said 

at portraying ' / ' llie was “advised by assistant 
? analyst as a CIA General Counsel John *.;• ‘ . 

iner within the ' : IK. Greaney that his mem - 1 
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bent prosecutors in this case i ' jjito the hands of a foreign 
ptd an assistant CIA general ; , nation’s intelligence appa- 
idunsel, Adams told the jury, ^us. 

If i. t°. conclusion ; »,When he first read news- 

hat I had been had. : asper reports of testimony to 

’The unusual testimony was Hjg contrary from a prosecu- 
te first inkling the jury has te n witness. Lt Gen. William 
;ad of defense allegations that , , M DePuy. Adams ureed his 


fh. witness. Lt Gen. William 
DePuy, Adams urged his 
perlors to send internal CIA 


memoranda he had written on, 
the “order of hatfle” to Rie 
Just i ce” De p artme n t for Sans-! 
; mission to the court here. 

The intelligence analyst felt 



CPYRGH 


fi A Anat^j^ Attacked at ‘Papers’ Trial 


By Sanford J. Ungar 

l'-’-' t n : .-..1 , 


ams has been at the center of 

an intovnnl mrornmont can 


He testified that there were. 


"jjhuuILu 11 asiJL'eis lu lliu way 

the figures were arrived at, 

uuluiii. 


rate, this would lend credibility 

lu TTrorrmrent wluimyy who 

said that disclosure of the doc- 


LOS ANGELES, March 7 — 
A Justice Department prosecu- 
tor sought today to discredit 
the Central Intelligence Agen- 
cy’s method of estimating the 
number of Communist forces 
fighting in Vietnam. 

David R. Nissen, the chief 
government attorney in the 
Pentagon Papers trial, sug 
gested that if CIA guidelines 
were followed, “the entire 
population” of South Vietnam 
might have to be counted 
among the Communist troops 
Ithere. 

Nissen was cross-examining 
Samuel A. Adams, a CIA intel- 
ligence analyst who testified 
|in federal court here Tuesday 
that American military offi- 
cials in Vietnam had issued re- 
duced estimates of the oppos- 
ing forces while they were ae 
Jtually increasing in numbers 
|in the late 1960s. 

Subpoenaed as a defense 
[witness for Daniel Ellsberg 
and Anthony J. Russo Jr., Ad- 


troversy for several years over 
who should be included in cal- 


culations ot tne "enemy order 
of battle” in Vietnam. 

! Under questioning by Nis- 
sen, Adams acknowledged to- 
day that the CIA’s responsibil- 
ity in the area was “cloudy,” 
while the U.S. Military Assist- 
ance Command in Vietnam 
(MACV) had a clear mandate 
to file monthly reports on the 
subject. 

But the intelligence analyst 
stood by his' earlier testimony 
that MACV removed 
“components” of the Commu- 
nist forces, including “self-de- 
fense” fighters, from its 
“order of battle” in order to 
make the other side appear 
weaker than it was. 

Because it was based on the 
MACV statistics, Adams said, 
the “National Intelligence es- 
timate” for 1967— from which 
American policy in Vietnam 
was evolved— was “less lha: 
candid.” 




fi uni i ank- 

ing officers to use deliberately 
low estimates of some parts of 
the Communist forces. 

The CIA researcher also rid- 
i iculed the Army’s method of 
i deciding who should be in- 
cluded in the statistics, 

No Communist units was en- 
tered in the “order of battle,” 
he said, unless American or 
South Vietnamese troops ei- 
ther “took a prisoner or cap- 
tured a document” from that 
unit. 

Under that standard, anti- 
aircraft units that fired on 
American planes were not in- 
cluded, Adams testified. “The 
pilots got flak in the air, but 
this didn’t fit the criteria,” he 
said. 

Nissen’s questions were ap- 
parently aimed at showing the 
jury that MACVs standards 
and statistics on enemy forces 
were more reasonable and re- 
alistic that the higher ones is- 
sued by the CIA, which, after 
August 1966, were compiled 
under Adams’ direction. 

The point is an important 
one in this trial, because 
MACVs “order of battle” sta- 
tistics are cited in some of the 
top-secret document dupli- 
cated by Ellsberg and Russo 
in 1969, including a 1968 memo 
by Gen. Earle C. Wheeler, 
then Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, assessing the 


u" nuns cuuid lwvy t!imyii!!WM 

the U.S. “national defense.” 

Adams and other defense wit- 
nesses contend that the disclo- 
sure was “virtually useless” to 
foreign nations. 

The irony of the Justice 
effects of the Communists’ of- 
fensive. 

If those statistics were accu- 
Department’s position here in 
support of the MACV figures 
is that, according to Adams 
and published reports, the 
White House and National Se- 
curity Council began relying 
on the CIA figures immedi- 
ately after the Communists’ 
Tel offensive and have done 
so ever since. 

There was a blowup in the 
courtroom when TJ.S. District 
Court Judge W. Matt Byrne 
Jr. discovered that Russo had 
added “the people” to Adams’ 
chart of the components in the 
Vietnamese Communist 
forces. 

“This case is not being tried 
in a humorous vein,” the judge 
scolded Russo. The defendant 
said he was “not trying to be 
humorous,” but to “flesh out” 
the chart. 

After a conference with his 
attorney, Leonard I. Weinglass, 
Russo apologized. Byrne told 
him that “any future such con- 
duct will be dealt with in a 
way other than just a warn- 
ing.” 
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ARMY IS DEFENDED 
ON ITS TROOP DATA 


CPYRGHT 


C.I.A, Analyst Is Questioned 
by Ellsberg Prosecutor 


By MARTIN ARNOLD 

Special to The New York Times 

LOS ANGELES, March 7— 
The Government attempted t o- 
day at the Pe n tagon pape rs 


an d at the 


gth in Vietnam 


^Again. Mr. -A da ms ^ agree d 

iterated that the national in tel- 

c? the Tet offensTw'^Yoj“jJse 
the C.I.A . figures* uoLYhe 
Army ’s. 

Mr. Adams was asked what 
he meant by “political pres- 
sure” and whether “the Presi- 
dent” or other high-ranking of- 
ficials were forcing the use of 
lower Order of Battle estimates, 
and he answered that he had 


“I wanted to flesh it out, 
Mr. Russo said. , 

“This case is not being tried 
in a humorous vain,” Judge 
Byrne replied. 

“I apologize to the court, 
said Mr. Russo. 

The jupdge then told him 
that if he did such a thing again 
he would not get off with a sim- 
ple “warning.” , ^ 

Judge Byrne said_ that Mr. 
Russo was also being unfair 
to his co-defendant, Daniel 


” — . 7 , 77 ] HAlSUci K, WHU vs uu i 

He said that on two occa- j . ie0Dan jy” All this occurred 

iono T in nrivntp ViV *■ .1 • t ^ A f 


Agency analyst, who challeng ed 
thosa_£5timates. 

its elf fighting iiy court to°av e 
credence to. statistics that Tfie 
Government Itself, stunped Hgjpg 
after the Tet offensive in 1968 . 

The issue was the Order of 
Battle, the estimates that an 
army gives of the number of 
troops opposing it in combat. 

Yesterday, Samuel A. Adams, 
the analyst, who was the third 
defense witness, testified that 
there were “political pressures 
in the military to display the 
enemy as weaker than he actu- 
ally was.” The: defense con- 
tends that this was an effort 
to make it appear as if the 
Army was winning the war. 

Two Were Prepared 

Mr. Adams said that after 
the Tet offensive in 1968, two 
Orders of Battle were prepared 
each month, one by the Army 
and one by the Central Intelli- 
gence Agency. The latter was 
used by the Government be- 
cause it was more accurate, he 
said. 


^..Objected ^toJhe^Armv^s^Or - 

raates of that year still— sub- 
*^ Yes, the analyst agreed, tha t 

mag tj- ne 

Mr. Nissen asked if Mr. 
A dams’s^ complain t s^abpuT the 

“v ery competent and ^se^r 
people” who wer e apparently 
yilTlng to go along with Hie 


[Military] officers that what I 
was espousing was true” but 
that in public the officers kept 
repeating the lower Order of 
Battle estimates. 

Mr Af1arrl ° said that he knew 
not only from his own CT .A. 
studies, but also from the 
Army’s use of figures that t he 
Army was fabricating the Ord er! 
of Battle figures*- .Ibis Was | 


He gave this example. The 
Army’s criteria for adding , en- 
emy troops to the Order of 
Battle were information con- 
tained either in captured en- 
emy documents or in prisoner 
of war interviews. 

But, he said, “pilots flying 
over an area would report anti- 
aircraft flak, but the military 
wouldn’t put it [the antiaircraft 
troops below] in their Order of 
Battle because there was no 
captured document or prisoner 
of war report.” 

Order of Battle 

“It was my feeling that if you 
see someone shooting at you, 
you put it in the Order of Bat- 
tle,” he added. 

To show the various enemy 
forces that the agency consid- 
ered part of the proper Order: 
of Battle, Mr. Adams wrote 
them out yesterday on a large 
piece of paper on an easel, and 
this led to the judge’s admon- 
ishing one of the defendants, 
Anthony J. Russo Jr. 

Mr. Adams had written on 
the paper, for the jury to see, 
the following components: 
main/local forces, combat sup- 
port, irregulars and political 

During a court recess, Mr. 
Russo added a fifth item, “the 
leople.” Mr. Nissen complained, 
■nd Federal District Court 
Judge William Matthew Byrne 
Jr. asked who had added an 
item. 


the recess. 

The cross-examination ot Mr. 
Adams will continue tomorrow 
morning. 

T hp nPYf defense witness is, 

scheduled ..to be McGg.pige 

Unndv. snocial assistant, .to 


Dr. Ellsberg and Mr. Russo 
are standing trial on six counts 
of espionage, six counts of 
theft and one count of con- 
spiracy. 
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Ellsberg Witness Asserts , I which “was unusual.” Also at- 

Military Falsified Reports 

manding officer of the Annj 

* " ’ j in Vietnam, and of the Nationa 

fcPYRGHT By MARTIN ARNOLD Security Agcney.^^th® ^,Defens< 

Special to The New York Times 


LOS ANGELES, March &— A; 

Central Intelligent Agency an-l yseles^ 
aTvsITTestified tpd g g. at -t he The » 
Pr.rrlagnn pa pers tria L-llHL> e | enemy < 
li-d alt-enrfed conferences — in 000 trO< 

Saigon and anfl at said “ w: 

P-'firnnselv^ditninished^eS iMtc 3 were.” 
of enemy strength in Vietnam. I He t 


Xhe witness, 
Adams, sain ilia 


Samuel 


t arv to di °p 1fl Y the enemy as ! 
weaker tha " Vr ar.t.u'allv. was.” i 
He did not say why, but the] 
defense contends that this was 
done to make it appear that] 
the Army was winning th e war.j 
Mr. Adams said that the' 
mo nthly estimates of t he 
military strength, 


mien* f ^ — 

■■ piled the order of battle, w ere 
pre pared for "the" pTess aM, for 
iCThitTHo use and that. they 
were so in accurate tha t after 
the' 'enemy's„Tet. Offensive in 
©G$,jwo official .setsJoLssti- , 

each month, onejg J3l e --& my ’ i 

the other by theagency. 

"rhe Adams testimony per-: 
tains to a 196S Joint Chiefs of; 

Staff memorandum, eight pages 

of which are among the 21 h 

‘‘top secret-sensitive” document; 

in this case. j 

A Government witness, Lieut, i 
Gen. William G. Depuy, assist- 
ant to the vice chie f of st ^ t j 
of the Army, has testified tha 
disclosure of those eight pages] 
damaged the national defense , 
was of advantage to a foreign 
nation and could have helped] 
Hanoi during the Vietnam wa . i 
An example of the informa- 
tion that could have helped 

i Hanoi, General Depuy said, was 
the American estimates of the] 
! endmy order of battle. 

! t flr. Adams_ L4Mf t ^ 


SSLJ R& . At o: 
_jljher the ™y y ’ T -- -^^pTy said - th 

-^-pprovS- For Retell 

ntinued on Page 5, Column 1 


useless” to a foreign nation, j | 
The memorandum gave the 
enemy order of battle at 240,- 

000 troops; which Mr. Adams 
said “was not the best estimate 
of how many foemen there 
were.” 

He told the jury that an 
order of battle was “our esti- 
mate of how many baddies 
there are against us.” 

Harvard Graduate 
Mr. Adams, 38 years .old, is 
a direct descendant of his 
colonial namesake He is a Har- 
vard graduate who attended 
Harvard Law School for two 
years and who served as a 
Navy officer for “three years, 
four months, eleven days” be- 
fore joining the C.I.A. in March, 

He is a tall, slightly pudgy 
man. and he v/itk wrarmg-a 
Mint-BIHt and g red' tjDfhen , 
h-e-Tes HHeT The ttalls oT his 
•White shirt hung out as he to ld 
ffie jugrU^Ialresear pSpmd 
not a spy, which is why Lean 
cwne-up Herelanaialfc. 

He said that between October, 
1965, and April, 1972, he 
worked almost exclusively in 
the agency doing research on 
the Vietcong, both at the agency 
offices in Langely, Va., and in 
Vietnam, “trying to dope out 
what made those guys tick, 
keep going in face of what we 
could throw at them. 

At one point, Mr. Adams used 
a green marking pen to show 
upon a large pad on an easel 
how the military subtracted 
various “components of the 
enemy — the guerrilla forces, 

for instance — 1 P. u iP°:if ly 
lower the order of battle esti- 
mates. 

“Pentagon East” 

He said that at the various 
conferences held at the agency 
and in Hawaii and Saigon, 
which he called “the Pentagon 

1 East” the “intelligence com- 
| munity” debated withthem.li- 

tary the accuracy of the order 
of battle estimates. 

At one such conference, b 
n said, the Army’s top PuMic »- 


which “was unusual.” Also at- 
tending, Mr. Adams slid, were 
representatives of Gen. William 
C. Westmoreland, then com- 
manding officer of the Army 
in Vietnam, and of the National 
Security Agency, the Defense 
Intelligence Agency and the 


Mr. Adams was questioned 
1 -., rviaripg B. Nesson. a Har- 
vard law professor who is one i 
of the defense attorneys. The 
analyst said that in view of 
the damage the enemy inflicted 
during the 1968 Tet offensive, 
the Army’s official order of 
battle estimates were “inher- 
entlv unbelievable” and that 
“it is my belief the 240,000 
figure was purposely low.” 

Studies by Adams 
He said that he b ased that 
belief on his own stu dies, based 
on information from captured 
enemv documents, among other 


Earlier in the trial, after a 
battle between the defense and 
the Government, Federal Dis- 
trict Court Judge William Mat- 
thew Byrne Jr. ruled that the 
Adams reports must be turned 
over to the defense because 
they were exculpatory material. 


mat lb, LUV-J vvuc VHUVUW 

in the possession of the prose- 
cution that would tend tn prove . 

the innocence of the defen- 
dants, Daniel Ellsberg and An- 
thony J. Russo Jr., who are 
accused of six counts of espion- 
age, six counts of theft and one 
count of conspiracy. The judge 
refused to allow Mr. Nesson to 
question Mr: Adams on what 
the defense contends were the 
Government’s attempts to sup- 
press those reports. 


hv General westnj px eland . 
.where he said at. a news con- 
fprp.nr.e fin November, 19b /] 
that the enemy is running ou t 
Yvf men. mo re snecificallv out 
of puerrillas” 

the order of battle referred 
to in the 1968 joint Chiefs of 
one quoted by General Deputy 

said: . . . 

“The enemy has been hurt 
badly in the populated low- 
lands, is practically intact else- 
where. He committed over 67,- 
000 combat maneuver forces 
plus perhaps 25 per cent, or 
17,000, more impressed men and 
boys, for a total of about 84,- 
000. He lost 40,000 killed, at 
least 3,000 captured, and per- 
haps 5,000 disabled or died of I 
wounds. He had peaked his 
force total to about 240,000 just 
before Tet, by hard recruiting, 
infiltration, civilian impress- 
ment, and downwards on serv- 
ice and guerrilla personnel. 

400,000, Not 240,000 

Mr, ”^ 1 that t i h i e 5 c>r ~ 

rect order of battle would have 
jhowiT'a r. ieksl. 40u.umj eiieifly 
froops. not 241 ), (juu. ~ ~ ~ 

The analyst said That he had 
read about General Depuy’s 
testimony’ in The New York 
Times and that he had recalled 
writing reports showing that 
the general’s figures were 
wrong. 


present, 
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C.I.A. Agent 
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By SEYMOUR M. HERSH f 

Special to Th#» npw vm-t 8 


WASHINGTON, Feb. 24 4 
A- Adpxig £._4Iro4 
odant of bis .jEoniir 
sakes, a . Harvard! . manand 
official of the CenlraT^ge l- 
n ce Agency who w as on ce 
^arge .of . estuni®S3the 
“gtn of Vietcong units, in 
1 Vietnam. 

six years. Mr. 


DATE 


•> HJ: 


PAGE 


refused to make such an inves- | 


Early this month, Mr. Adams! 




. of enemy 

strength was a critical one. 




nearhr sjx vears.Mr. 
has been waging a^ffe- 
campafgn * agatcjiji top 
my officers who he believes 
eUbefately falsified , 
aUigence information a month 
efore the Vietcong begantheir 
ovastating Tet offensive ^.the 
nd of January,.,! 963. 

In essence, Mr. Adams, who 
about 38 years old has 
orked for the C.I.A. for the last 
1 years, wants the Army to 
gin a full investigation into 
ie distortion of intelligence 
lat he says was ordered by 
,'P officers working in the head- 
quarters of the Military Assist- 
ance Command in Vietnam, or 
AC V, then headed by Gen. i 
illiam C. Westmoreland. Gen- i 
al Westmoreland, who later j 
came the Army Chief of Staff ] 
d a member of the Joint i 
nefs of Staff, retired from the I 
my last summer. h 

The Army and the Cl. A. have'r 


, at the C.I.A. were convinced 
. th at Army intelligence officials 
» were deliberately underestimat- 
' mg the number of Vietcong 
\ guerrillas, apparently to bolster 
their contention that the Army’s 
controversial search-and-de- 
; stroy tactics were successful in 
reducing the number of Viet- 
icong. 

'/I Mr. Adams’s protests then, 
Jail made in a 35-page memor- 
jandum circulated among Gov- 
ernment officials, got to the 
attention of the Presidential 
Foreign Intelligence Advisory 
Board, a high-level intelligence 
group, but no inquiry was held 

ae raised, , . ja^aacait 

M£toS5®3Sjofoiward his mem- 
aTvIsbiy boSrd 
WbicfcUiad requested thEdoEu- 


Testimony Challenged 

Now, Mr. Adams has again 
raised the issue— still within 
the Government— by contend- 
ing that his allegations may 
have a bearing on the Govern- 
ment s prosecution of Daniel 
Ellsberg and Anthony J. Russo 
Jr. in the Pentagon papers case, j 
now being tried in Los Angeles. 1 


y to the Justice Department that, 
'■ h . e ? f ged ’ refuted a kev nmso- 
f cuiion witness’s testimony in 
, ~* e trial to the effect that pi: f: - 
s lication of a highly classified 
t- series of Joint Chiefs of Staff 
g memorandums dealing with 
:r enemy strength oould be help- 
s ful to the enemy The Govem- 
" ™ ent contends that publication 
n of such documents to the Pent 
- agon papers in 1971 was dan 
gerous to American forces ir 
i, Vietnam. 

Introduced as Evidence 

e In the documents, Mr. Adam: 

1 wrote that his concern abou 
, the integrity of the raw intelii 
J Sen ce cdcd in the Joint Chief: 

of Staff papers “led me to ques 
: tion whether the release oi 
. these statistics helped enemy 

intelligence or harmed American 

forces to Vietnam,” as alleged 
by a key defense witness, Lieut 
Gen. William G. DePuy, 

Most of Mr. Adams’s docu- 
ments were eventually intro- 
duced into evidence by the 
court, after a bitter complaint 
by attorneys for Dr. Ellsberg 
f. nd Mr. Russo who alleged that 
the Federal prosecutor in the 
c . ase ..? ttern Pt ed to disguise the 
significance of the Adams alle- 
gations by, among other things, 


not describing him as an official 
of the C.I.A. 

Xhe documents provide a rare 
gwapse.i^_tbe..,gii;e^43lEtake , 
-WWOg the agencies__tovo!ved in 
tO&JBrpduc tion o f a tra^ecret 

Mttonai tot.elHience ~ estTrr "^ 

foc^the White House. 

Mr. Adams specifically con- 
tended that the deliberate 

September, 1967, and continued 
for months. “The possibility 
: was rai sed,” Mr. Adams says 

; WestmoSd Ch ’ “may 

: nsSriSha? which ied 




i • By that fall, General West- 
moreland and other senior offi- 
cials were repeatedly saying in 
public that the strength of the 
Vietcong was “declining at a 
steady rate.” For example, in 
a speech in November, 1 967, to 
the National Press Club here, 
General Westmoreland said 
that the enemy’s “guerrilla 
force is declining at a steady 
rate. Morale problems are de- 
veloping within his ranks.” 

The basic for these asser- 
tions, Mr. Adams wrote in the 
documents released by the 
court, was an order given to 
military intelligence officers 
shortly before the Saigon con- 
ference open in September, 
1967. ’Hiat,<order flatly forbade 
tfA£-.toiHfeUX.toen to. accept, an 
enemy. , troop strength to.tal 
higher tljan that provided in a 
Baj^„itfeCli[ccQrdlng to pr. 
Adams,, was prepared by high- 
t a nkin g-Mac .V-.officiais. The 
paper was given to officers at 
the conference, he alleged. 

The C. I. A. analyst said the 
military men had been ordered 
to arbitrarily lower the esti- 
mates on the various catego- 
ries fixed. by the Army — rang- 
ing from mainline Vietcong 
units to local irregulars — as 
the conference proceeded. 

Army officials said last week 
that, “based on the informa- 
tion presently available,” they 
do not “intend to investigate 
the Adams allegations.” Some 
well-informed Army sources 
indicate that military investi- 
gators believe Mr. Adams’s 
charges to be ridiculous. 

«M*wkdams-, who 4s— sateUto 
be -a fourth cousin, seven times 
samoved, , o.f John, Adams,, the 
sftcqad .PresidgO t pf.the Unit ed 
States,.. has. refuseiLJt 2 ...a%uss 
the .case with reporters.-/ 
Jfc&,frie«ds acknowledge, that 
l$s one-man ba ttle h as t d one 
li ttle -tq qdv ance "his career" in 
the.. CEA — He. was,, T rocMly 
transferred, from a job dealing 
with curre hFThtehigenrE’lo' a 

iWerrstatuaSP^ihioi^fed 

witti-long-range research,,, proj- 
eot£L— JluGccafessed admiration 
fcuriis. .integrity. 

“tilg.JJ'fittHl-e with Sam is that 
haJias-always Jieen right,” one 
; former colleague remarked. “He 
i always told the truth and never 
3 cared whose toes he stepped 
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THE WASHINGTON POST 


U.S. Witness 
Forgetful in 
Ellsberg Trial 


CPYRGHT 


By Sanford J. TJngar 

Washington Post Staff Writer 


DAT E ' A- r > f 
PYRGHT 


testimony it wanted from her. 
Anything she described as her 
“understanding” or “impres- 
sion” was stricken from the 
trial record by U.S. District 
Court Judge W. Matt Byrne Jr. 

At one point, Nissen sug- 
gested that she had “recently 
suffered some reduction of 
memory” about facts essential 
to the case. But Mrs. Resnick 
insisted she had not, and she 
later told reporters that “I 
was not trying to hide any- 
thing.” 

One thing she did remember 


LOS ANGELES, Feb. 21— A 
Los Angeles advertising 
woman testified today that she 
helped Daniel Ellsberg and 
Anthony J. Russo Jr. photo- 
copy the top-secret Pentagon 
Papers at her office in Holly- 
wood over a two-week period 
in late 1969. 

Lynda Resnick, who said she 
was Russo’s girl friend, at the 
time, recalled that she and 
Ellsberg’s teen-aged son, Rob- 
ert, cut the security classifica- 
tion off each photocopied page. . 

She also remembered that 
“Dan didn't want me to read 
any of the documents . . . 
Because I had no security 
clearance and they were not 
my business. 

“You have to go through a 
lot of trouble to Xerox some- 
thing and not look at it,” she 
said. 

But that was about the ex- 
tent of Mrs. Resnick’s specific 
recollection of events. She 
said that most other details, 
including some that she dis- 
cussed during two appear- , 
ances before a federal grand 
jury here in 1971, had been 
blurred by the passage of 
time. 

Because she participated in ? 
their reproduction Of the docu- 
ments, she is listed — under " 
her previous name of Lynda 
Sinay — as a co-conspirator in 
the indictment of the two de- ; 
fendants on charges of con- 
spiracy, espionage and theft 
of government property. ; 

In exchange for her grand 
jury appearances, the Justice 
Department twice granted 
Mrs. Resnick immunity from 
prosecution. She has since co- 
operated with chief prosecutor 
David R. Nissen in the prepa- 
ration of his case. 


M3-1 

’ PAGE 


• Vu Van Thai, the former 
South Vietnamese ambassador 
to Washington, who is also 
. named as a co-conspirator in 
'the case, “met us there once 
! to go out to dinner." 

After Mrs. Resnick left the 
witness stand, Nissen called an 
FBI fingerprint expert to tes- 
tify. But the evidence was de- 
layed by a dispute over the 
authenticity of Vu Van Thai’s 
fingerprints. 

At the end of the day, Byrne 
tentatively denied a defense 
motion to dismiss Nissen from| 


Nonetheless, there seemedl 
little doubt here today aboui" 
who?e side she is on. 

Asked by Nissen when she 
first took the witness stand 
how she knew Ellsberg and 
Russo, Mrs. Resnick beamed 
and said of each man, “He’s a 
friend.” 

“When did you last talk 
with them? Nissen asked. 

“This morning,” she replied. 

One tense moment came 
when Nissen asked her to read 
the transcript of her grand 
jury testimony on Oct. 13, 
1971, to “refresh your recollec- 
tion” about whether Ellsberg 
had told her that the Penta- 
gon, papers came from a top- 
secret vault at the Rand Corp. 

“You want to know if this 
makes me remember?” Mrs. 
Resnick asked. “I knew where 
they 1 were from. I had a sense 
of knowing it. But I don’t re- 
member who told me.” 

The prosecutor then asked 
whether the grand jury tran- 
script was an accurate record 
of her statements in October, 
1971, 

“How could I possibly re- 
member that?” she asked Nis- 
sen with a scolding tone and 
an angry look. “I don’t remem- 
ber whether I did (make those 
statements to the grand jury) 
or not.” 

Mrs. Resnick’s inability to 
remember exactly who told 
her what and when deprived 
the prosecution of much of the 


about to leave the Rand Corp. I rial misconduct. 


documents in his safe that he 
had authored or co-authored 
and wanted to take with him. 
So he wanted to make copies.” 

(Ellsberg worked on the De- 
fense Department task force 
that compiled the Pentagon 
Papers, a history of U.S. in- 
volvement in Southeast Asia.) 

Later, under cross-examina- 
tion by d e f ense attorney 
Leonard Boudin, Mrs. Resnick 
recalled that Ellsberg had 
wanted to give copies of the 
documents to Sen. J. William 
Fulbright (D-Ark.,) chairman 
of the Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee. 

Mrs. Resnick said that Ells- 
berg gave her “either $150 or 1 
$300” to reimburse her for use 
of the Xerox machine at her 
second - story advertising 
agency, Sinay and Associates, 
on Melrose Avenue in Holly- 
wood. 

As for the other people the 
prosecution claims were pres- 
ent during the photocopying, 
Mrs. Resnick ha,d only these 
recollections: 

• Kimberley Rosenberg, 
Ellsberg’s girl friend at the 
time, “came up for a moment 
with some apples. It was a so- 
cial visit.” (Miss Rosenberg 
was originally expected to be 
a witness in the case, but ap- 
parently could not be found 
by the prosecution.) 




A— .Adams . a. Central IntelU- 
geaca, Age ncy analyst, thyt 

duUSBfig. 

key prose cution exhibit against 
Ellsberg a nd H#o. 

Nissen declined to do so, o n 

* "Jill ' l»<C 'rr’CT'Ai 

o rders from .Jua-.,SU.penpr.s... J m 
Washington , but, promised, to 

cSSEfesljttib- fte.m oyer- 

« jht. The defense, co ntend s 
at Nissen suppresied Adams’ 
report and tried to “silence” 
him as a witness in the case. 
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Ellsberg, Russo 
Say Prosecutor 
Hid Evidence 


CPYRGHT 


By Sanford J. Ungar 

Washington Post Stall Wiiter 


LGS AWGii,l,il;?>, i-eD. i!(l— 

J„ Russo Jr.,- defendants-in the 
Pentagon Papers trial,- to^lay 
demanded that the chief, gov- 
ernment attorney prosecuting 
them .be removed from the 
<JS.se and held in contempt, of 
gpurt for alleged misconduct. 

They claimed that the prose- 
QjEbfUPgyld B< Nissen, bai£at- 
Aempted to “silence a witness” 
— *a. Central Intelligence 
Agency of.£icial..wliQ.^ays._0i a t 

.jiqrhe of the government evi- 
dence in the case is basecCpn 
.falsified military statisti cs 

JClie CIA employee, Samuel 
A- Adams, has apparently 
been trying for weeks to brisg 
Jlhis information to the a ttg n- 
lion . .of U.S. District Cpurt 
Judge W, Matt Byrne Jr., who 
is- presiding over the trial. 

t Ufi. CIA general counsel’^, of- 
JQfift In Washington with a §pn- 
sultant to Ellsberg and Ryjjso, 
iut declined to provide -the 
material directly to him. IIow 
£v,<?r, Adams was .promptly 
subpoenaed as a defense wit- 
jmss in the; case. 

On the basis of Saturday’s 
interview and other recently . 
obtained information, defense 
attorneys today filed a 50-page 
legal memorandum with the 
judge asking once again for - 
dismissal of the 15-count in- 
dictment of Ellsberg and 
Russo on charges of conspir- 
acy, espionage and theft of 
government property. 

As a fallback position, the 
attorneys took the unusual 
step of demanding the re- 
moval of Nissen and of an- 
other Justice Department at- 
torney in Washington “from 
further connection Wfth this 
case.” 


The defense attorneys also 
requested that: 

• Nissen be held in con- 

tempt of court for 
“concealment and suppression 
of evidence.” ' 

• The testimony of two 
Army generals who have ap- 
peared as prosecution wit- 
nesses in the trial be sticken 
from the court record. 

• The prosecution be ban- 
ned from offering any evi- 
dence from ohe Of 20 top-se- 
cret documents mefttioned in 


the indictment, a 1968 report 
of Gen. Earle C. Wheeler, then 
chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, assessing the effects 
of the Vietnamese Commu- 
nists’ Tet offensive. 

That document is specifi- 
cally included in 10 counts of 
the indictment. While not ac- 
tually part of the Pentagon 
Papers, it was among the ma- 
; terial that Ellsberg allegedly 
; removed from the Rand Corp. 
and later duplicated with Rus- 
so’s assistance. 

tewfedjri g memo to his s*pe- - 
EteS, P.ecepi.bej-,, ttekjtjje 
iitmeie;' report was based on 
“Wtnbpp^hk^hjid beeiOe- 
lihcrately fabricated m late 
UtSZILby American mi litar y of- 
f i£Lals.in,X iptaaip. 

iVmong the falsified data, 
according to an affidavit ; 
signed by Adams ' and filed 
with the court here today, are 
estimates of the numbers of 
troops committed to the 1968 
Tet offensive^ by the Viet- 
namese Cdmmunists 


Those estimates were chert 
by Lt. Gen. William G. DePuy 
in his testimony in the case 
last month as some of the 
most sensitive material in the 
Wheeler report, whose disclo 
sure he said might even have 
helped the Communists plat 
their new offensive last year. 

Adams’s name first came ti - 
attention here in a filing bj 
Nissen on Feb, 7 which wa 
taken by both the judge anc 
the defense attorneys to be i 
facetious complicance with 
Byrne’s order that the prose- 
cution report all information 


which might lend 16 5SiaTJllMl'l 
I he innocence of tho dof a nti . 


ants. 

list „ idgatitvmgDiinL.as.- an 
erppXoyec of the CIA, but^giv- 
iughis ho me address in "Lees- 
hurg. Va„ the fifing said, “A 
MA. Samuel A. Adams . . . has' 
gxnressgd,. tile., view that he has 
information which would rebut 
statements" of government, jvit- 
EmSSME&V reported! 
hua. newspaper.” 

Xh.e defense did not take tjjp 
matter"” seriously until it 
learned— at a Los Angeles 
cgcktail party— that Adams 
works for the CIA. _ , 
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A C.l.A . Analyst Disputes 
General in Ellsberg T rial 


CPYRGHT 


CPYRGHT 


By MARTIN ARNOLD 

Special to Tlie New York Times 


LOS ANGELES, Feb, 20 — An 1 He now say* conc i us ion|: 
jtOitoiCby >aa.anaJy 5 Lfaut hc l u ently wer e derived 1 , 

GaatoU .totelHgencc Ag«pcy,;hat ‘ the stat ^ had been I 

<t»p«itog a general’s testimstfiy^rom number ^ in late 

emprped in the Pent&gondeliberately he rea d in 

papers trial and .led today- to 1967 .” He say al Dc puy, 

g defense demand..., that, JheThe Times ti ^ < 

.Xhiei, . prosecutor.,..!^.. peioaved ■ same statistics 

£mro .ilie„.cas£.,fQr.milcondHfit.|. ° * . tH case 

Attorneys for Daniel Ellsberg t 0 b £ affidavit says, 

and Anthony J. Russo Jr., the y , 0 tpnt" a memorandum to ifi w - 

defendants, also asked that the . jence Ho uston, general counsel 

prosecutor, David R. Nissen, be | aLJJi£..inte,liigence agency u and 

held in contempt on the ground asksd tot the facts be brojig 

tint be had attempted utn s i. taJlie immediate ^attention of 

that he had attempted .itusi ^ .d epartment of Justice be- 

leu££...it , 0,14. , r|p1lsft £ see med to me tcUiear 

analyst, and that he .‘'has on^e aflAh£.Pentagon papers jml.” 


■On Feb. 9, Mr. Adams .says, 
he reeclved a memorandum 
ffom John K. Greaney, assistant 
general counsel to the CI.A., 
forming him that the Justice 
Department had said that Mr. 
jjRssen had discussed Mr- 
’s material with the judge 


rTsouia 


The 1968 Join , 

Staff memorandum is involved 
in 10 of the 15 counts against 
the defendants, and in one of 
those counts it is the only doc- 
ument. 

■> Today the judge said in court 
that he had never discussed 
the Adams material with Mr. 
Nissen and that it could in 
fact be exculpatory. He ordered 
it turned over to the defense, 
but Mr. Nissen refused to com- 
ply. 

In addition to asking the 
judge to take action against 
■Mr. Nissen ahd to dismiss the 


again sought to suppress” eyi- When he did not hear from 
nep * Mr. Houston, Mr. Adams, who 

o„ihe same yaunl the <fc- tat the 

ise again filed a motion to . ™ a e second memorandum to 
smiss the entire case, Mr. Houston. This memoUaid 

The analyst is, S amu el ,A, ^hat if Mr. Adams had notjipard 

Jams. According to his affi- ana^YSt°WlUd 

SraSTO&aeK&rk- 2d his own ma?erilf dim|y 
fflc? .. on , J.an.,- 2Q,...137.2f. a n ^ dm Justice Department, Re- 
ticle reporting the testimony core ;ng to the affidavit. 

’TreuEr'GenT ’ wniiafn. <37 "De- ^Sculpatory material is mate- 
Government witness. rial possessed by the Prosecur 

• that would tend to prove the 

G«Ma^.JJaR^,,told,tlie jwy innocen ce of the defendant, and 

"the prosecutor has an obllga- 
in naoers and a lso, particular- tion under the Constitution to 

■IhuUsaie turn it over 

dafs. M Staff, memorandum : M £^ns’ Jas Sfeme4.by 
MM^axS.„,b^n,,hcl£ful^to . j. u QUS ^ on that the, material 

haAJyeen sent to the ..Justice 
General DePuy helped write Bepartment, and the following 


On the same ground, the de- 
fense again filed a motion to 
dismiss the entire case. 

The analy st is^ Samu el ,A, 

Adams. According to his affi- 

Tjjpes on . Jap, ^Q, .^^ , M an 
article reporting the testimony 
o nCieuE y-Geh:Williapn,G;;T>c- 
P uv. g Government witness. 


thgLttfl 0 iiKto?. 8 lJfe^ESBft- 

goiM&per s. anda lsa.narticiirar- 
iydJi.c,djscIosur.c ,pI,a„d9MJQU)t 
Chiefs,. of .Staff, memorandum 

couM^itaye been, . help ful_ to 

HaoaL jto intL Jhe,.v^ 

General DePuy helped write 


Itli&f ai wj Iiiwv — 

Joint Chiefs of Staff memo- day. he was asked to prepare 

- . . ... . mAwmeanHiirn ot rP.PfVrn. ell- 


randum, which is one of the 20 1 
documents involved in this case, 
and in his testimony he cited 
statistics from it purporting to 
be the numbers of troops that 
the Communists committed to 
the Tet offensive in January, 
1968. 


a mem orandum of .record £n- 

UiWi vr PdssiBle , Exculpatory' 

’Ewdsace.” .r 
' He was assured that this 
would be sent to Mr. Nissen 
here to be turned over to Fed- 
; erai District Court Judge Wil- 
liam Matthew Byfrie Jr., who 
' is presiding over thetrial. : 

Mr. Adams said that he 


rase the defense' also asked, classified material controlled 
case, the aeiense b y the corporation, 

as a lesser remedy, that the defense contends that 

Government be precluded from ^ particular 18 volumes of 
offering any evidence on the the 47 . vo i ume Pentagon papers 
Joint Chiefs of Staff memorar.- that M r. Ellsberg is accused ot 
dum and that all of General copying was not in the Ran 
DePuy’s testimony and testi- secur ity system and that im. 
mony pertaining to the memo- Ellsberg had a special 1 rdation- 
randum by another Govern- s hip to them. Miss Butler testi- 
' ment witness, Brig. Gen. Paul fied that when she first heard 
. f Gorman, be stricken from 0 f these volumes they were m 
•I the record. fact referred to as the Ellsberg 

Tbf> judge set tomorrow papers. 

; I aftiCTno onAmauorar^ffl^^Wt She testified under cross-ex- 

1 on. the motions, animation that she was not now 

i Meanwhile^ a Government and never had been a Govern- 
I witness, Jan Butler, a Rand men t employe. This is miport- 
Corporation employe who used an t because ^h® mdictoent ac- 
to be Rand’s top secret control cuses Dr. Ellsberg ana M -| 
officer testified today that Russo of, among other things, 
until May 20, 1970, -the copy failing to deliver the documents 
of the Pentagon papers that “to the officer or employe of 
Dr. Ellsberg is accused of copy- the United States entitled to re- 
ino was not in the regular ceive them. „ 

^ Fund security system and that Dr. Ellsberg and Mr. Russo 
The particular set of -the papers are accused of ei Sbt co ™ts of 
involved in this case was listed espionage, s« wun ts of 
in Rand’s computer as being I and one count of conspiracy. 


Mr. Adams said that ne 
Thes e. . ^ tat i stlc&rAV.er.e.^lled ! ; would abide by the judge’s de- 
Jie Vietnamese Communist j>r- 1 ■ cision on whether it was ex- 
.r of battle,” and part of Mr. ! culpatory and would not com- 
■lamc’o inh ai i ho in icli icence municate with the de ense. 


“tjacVietnamese. Commurustjir- 1 
jdec of battle,” and part of Mr. 1 
-Adams's job at the intelligence 
agency from late 1965 to April, ; 
i 111.72, was to analyze and, re- c 
| port on those statistics. I 
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